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Ely Barrera-Garcia appeals from the sentence imposed upon revocation of

his supervised release.  We have jurisdiction pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 1291, and we

affirm. 
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Barrera-Garcia contends that the district court erred by imposing an

additional term of supervised release after requiring him to serve time in prison. 

Because Barrera-Garcia failed to object to his post-revocation supervised release

in the district court, we review for plain error, see United States v. Garcia, 323

F.3d 1161, 1165 (9th Cir. 2003), and find none.  Barrera-Garcia’s sentence

comports with the statute, which states that the length of a term of supervised

release cannot exceed the term of supervised release authorized by statute for the

offense that resulted in the original term of supervised release, less any term of

imprisonment that was imposed upon revocation of supervised release.  See 18

U.S.C. § 3583(h); United States v. Hurt, 345 F.3d 1033, 1036 (9th Cir. 2003)

(concluding that § 3583(h) permits a district court to reimpose a term of

supervised release following a term of imprisonment).

AFFIRMED.


